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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript addresses an important issue in primary education: identifying effective teaching methods that enhance student participation and learning outcomes. By focusing on the Keonjhar district of Odisha, the study contributes to the growing body of research on learner-centred pedagogy in rural and developing contexts. The findings have practical implications for teacher training, curriculum reform, and educational policy. Although similar studies exist, this research adds contextual relevance by providing insights into the preferences of both teachers and students in an underrepresented geographical region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and informative. However, it could be made more precise by aligning with the study’s emphasis on student participation and outcomes. Suggested alternative:
“Exploring Effective Teaching Approaches for Enhancing Student Engagement and Learning in Primary Education: Evidence from Keonjhar District, Odisha.”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is clear and structured, but it could be more concise. It currently contains repetitive elements from the results and discussion. Consider:

· Shortening the methodology description.

· Rephrasing the conclusion to emphasize practical implications for teacher training and policy.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound. The use of descriptive statistics and t-tests is appropriate for the research questions. However:

· The methodology section is somewhat disorganized, with repeated terms (“Observation of research methodology” is listed several times).

· The sample size of 15 teachers is small, which should be acknowledged as a limitation.

· Some parts of the literature review lack critical synthesis and contain typographical inconsistencies in citations (e.g., formatting of names, missing years).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several relevant and recent works (up to 2024). However:

· Some references are outdated (e.g., Azeb, 1984) and could be balanced with more recent sources.

· In-text citations are inconsistently formatted (sometimes missing years or author initials).

· Adding more region-specific literature on Indian primary education practices would strengthen the paper.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript requires language polishing for scholarly communication. Issues include:

· Repetition of sentences and sections (e.g., methodology).

· Grammatical errors (e.g., “Methods of teaching refers…” should be “refer”).

· Stylistic inconsistencies (capitalization, spacing, inconsistent use of terms like “activity based” vs “activity-based”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables should be properly numbered and formatted according to journal guidelines.

· The “Summary of Reviews” section should be renamed “Review of Related Literature” for clarity.

· The discussion would benefit from deeper engagement with the literature rather than reiterating results.

· Recommendations are strong, but they should be linked back to the study’s findings more explicitly.

· The manuscript has strong potential and valuable insights, but improvements in organization, language, and methodological clarity are needed before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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